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anythiiag wrong in the niatter. Pve looked 
at the Bible where it says what relations we 
are not to marry, and I can't see that it says 
we are not to marry a wife's sister, if our 
wife dies, and she. has a sister. It seems to 
me a most natural thing, and I can't see that 
it's forbidden; and, as I've often heard say, 
" there's no blood between them." 

Gearge. — It seems to me that there's a good 
many more points than one to be considered 
in what you've just said, James. And, first 
of all — Suppose you and I diflter in what we 
understand God's word to mean — Who's to 
say which of us is right ? 

James. — Well, but I only want to go by 
what the Bible says. 

George. — ^And so do I. But sometimes 
people understand it differently — as you and 
1 on this .very matter. Wiio's to decide 
then? 

James. — Well, I don't quite see. 

George. — I think I do. Do you recollect 
what Bt Paul said of the Church when he 
wrote to Timothy the first time (1 Tim. iiu 
15)? He called the Church "the Pillar and 
(iround of the Truth." Anywise he meant 
BometUng when he said that. And I don't^ 
see what he could mean, unless he meant that 
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the Churoli was, as it were, the stap and prop 
of the truth: and that when we differed as 
to what God's word meant, we were to look 
to the Church, to see how she took it. How* 
soever, let that be just now. I believe that a 
great deal more may be proved out of God's 
Word direct than some people think, and more 
a good deal than many people like, if we only 
look carefully into it, and try to see what it 
means, and not only what we wish it to 
mean. And now suppose you and I try to 
do this, and leave what you say about the 
wife's sister being likely to care most for her 
sister's children, and its being ^^ natural," and 
all that, till afterwards. 

James. — ^Very well, George, but I've looked 
over those chapters a score of times, and I 
don't see how you can make out that it's 
wrong, by what you'll find in them. 

George. — Well, let's set to work, and first of 
all, as it's very puzzling to be looking back- 
wards and forwards, first at the Bible, and 
then at the Church ^^ Table of Kindred and 
AflSnity," as they call it, let's begin by taking 
those tables and marking down on a piece of 
paper, in three separate rows : First, a man's 
own relations by "blood," as his mother 
or sister; then, secondly, his own relations 
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by "aflSnity,'' as his father's wife, his son's 
wife, &o. ; then, thirdly, his relations by 
"affinity," through his wife^ as his wife's 
mother, his wife's daughter, &c. And in the 
same way a woman's relations in three more 
columns. 

Then we will take the xviiith and xxth 
chapters of Leviticus, and, as we read down 
each relation forbidden, we'll draw a line 
under it where it stands in the columns; and 
when we find it named a second time, as many 
a,re, we'll draw a second line; and if it is 
mentioned a third time, as you'll find one to 
be, we'll draw a third line; and then we'll 
put figures under these lines, to shew what 
chapter and verse forbids either the man or 
the woman to marry such or such a relation. 

George and James do this very carefully, 
and look it over more than once to see that 
every degree is put down which is noted 
either in the Bible or the Prayer-book; and 
they find all correct ; but they notice that they 
have two more degrees marked on the man's 
side than they find in the Prayer-book ; they 
soon, however, see that this is only because the 
Bible speaks of a man's sister under three 
separate forms, while the Prayer-book includes 
the three in the one form *' sister." 
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A MAN MAT iJOT MABEY 



Blood. 



Own Relations, 
Grandmother 

/father's Sister.. 



Annt 



(xviii. 12; XX. 19) 
Mother^s Sister ... 
xviii. 13 ; xx. 19) 



Mother ... 
(xviii. 7) 



Affinity. 



Own Eelaiions. 



Grandfather's Wife .. 
Father's Brother's Wife 



(xviii. 14 ; xx. 20) 
Mother's Brother's Wife 



Wife's Relations, 



(xx. 20) 
Father's Wife 



(xviii. 8 ; xx. 11) 



Danghter 

(xviii. 7). 

I' Father's Dau ghter . 
Sister J Mii.9;xx.l7) 

<^^'9)l Mother's Daughter . 
(xviii. 9; xx. 17) 



ISon's Wife 



(xviii. 16 ; xx. 12) 
Father's Wife's Daughter 



Wife's Grandmother 
Wife's Father's Sister 

Wife's Mother's Sister 

Wife's Mother 
(xviii. 17 ; xx. 14) 



Grand- 
danghter 



Son's Daughter 
(xviii. 10) 

Daughter's Daughter 



Niece 



V (xviii. 10) 

{Brother's Daughter ... 
Sister's Daughter 



(xviu. 9, 11 ; XX. 17) 
Brother's Wife ... 



(xviii. 16 ; xx. 21) 
Son's Son's Wife 

Daughter's Son's Wife . 

Brother's Son's Wife . 
Sister's Son's Wife 



A single line 
but once. 
A double line 
Three lines 



Wife's Daughter 
(xviii. 17; xx. 14) 

Wife's Sister 
Wife's Son's Daughter 



(xviii. 17) 
Wife'sDaughter'sDaughter 



(xviii. 17) 
Wife's Brother's Daughter 
Wife's Sister's Daughter 



under degree of relationship signifies that it is mentioned 



: that it is mentioned twice. 



vr^TT^r." =^=5 *^** ^* " mentioned three times- 
No underlmingrtEftt it is not mentioned at all. 
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Blood. 


Affinity. 


OwH Belations. 


Own Relations. \ Husband's Belations, 


Grandfather 


Grandmother's Husband 






^Father's Brother ... 


Father's Sister's Husband 


Husband's Father's Brother 


Uncle 


(xviii. 14) 






Mother's Brother ... 


Mother's Sister's Husband 


Husband'sMother's Brother 


Father 

(xYiii. 7) 


Mother's Husband 


Husband's Father 


Son 


Daughter's Husband 


Husband's Son 


(xviii. 7) 






Brother 


Sister's Husband ... ... 


Husband's Brother 


rSon's Son 

Grandson 

Daughter's Son ... 


Son's Daughter's Husband 
Daughter's Dhtr's Husband 


Husband's Son's Son 
Husband's Daughter's Son 


(Brother's Son ... 
Nephew < 

Sister's Son 


Brother's Dhtr's Husband 
Sister's Dhtr's Husband... 


Husband's Brother's Son 
Husband's Sister's Son 



The figures refer to the xviiith and xxth chapters of Leviticus. 
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10 DECEASED WIFB'S SISTER's BILL. 

George. — There, now it's done, and we can 
see at one look what is forbidden by the words 
of the Bible, and what is not. 

James. — Yes, I never thought of putting it 
all out in this way before. It does make it 
clear, that it does ! But — after a steady look 
— what a many more relations are put down 
in the Prayer-book than are put down in the 
Bible ! Well I shouldn't have thought to find 
it so. 

George. — Well, I hope to show you a little 
more than that presently. But first let me 
ask you— Which way are we to understand 
what is noted from those two chapters of 
Leviticus ? Are we to understand that what 
is forbidden in the very letter, that is for^ 
bidden, and that only: and everything else 
allowed? Or, are we to take what is for- 
bidden, and say, ' this is not lawful, nor any 
relationship of the same nearness.'^ And ^ when 
one is forbidden to the man, the same in degree 
is forbidden to the woman ? ' This is called 
taking it in the spirit. The first way is called 
taking it in the letter. 

James is a little puzzled; he sees at once 
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that there are many more underlinings on the 
man's side than on the woman's. While he 
hesitates, George breaks the silence, and 
says: — ^Well, James, I think you look a bit 
puzzled; but let me remind you, you can't 
have it both ways. I mind an old saying^ 
" you can't eat your pudding, and have your 
pudding:" you can't tie me down to the 
letter when it seems reasonable to you, and 
borrow a bit of the spirit from me when the 
letter alone would seem unreasonable. Which 
way will you take the chapters, by the letter 
or by the spirit? 

James is still silent, for now he sees a few 
more difficulties. 

George. — Suppose I take it each way for you, 
and, first, as I'm speaking, let us take it my 
way of looking at it— by the spirit 

Now, first, it seems to me, we are bound to 
take these chapters by their spirit; because, 
as members of the Church, haven't we pro- 
mised "to keep God's holy w^7/," as well as 
His Commandments? And how are we to 
gather what is His willy when it is not 
expressed in command, unless we gather it 
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12 DECEASED WIFE's SISTER's BILL. 

from the spirit of what is commanded ? If we 
do this, then it follows that we are bound to 
keep away from, not only all unions which 
are forbidden by name, but from those also 
which are of the same kind of nearness, either 
in "blood" or "affinity," even although they 
are not mentioned. Moreover, we must allow 
that when a relationship forbids a. man to 
marry a woman, the same degree of relation- 
ship, though it is not named, forbids a woman 
to marry a man. 

James. — ^Well, I own I don't see how a man 
is to get out of that, that is, if we are to go 
by what you call the spirit of these chapters ; 
but mind you, I don't grant that we are. 

George. — Very well, let that bide at present, 
I don't want to shirk it, mind ye, but I think 
we shall come better to that point presently ; 
let's go on now as, I was going. Let's see what 
these chapter's mean if we take them my way 
— ^in the spirit. You will own then, I suppose, 
for argument's sake, that, if they are to be 
understood in the spirit^ we are bound not 
only to keep off from those relations which 
are forbidden (whether of blood or affinity). 
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i)ut also from all relations of the same degree 
of nearness; and also that whatever degree 
is forbidden to a man, the same is forbidden 
to a woman. You will allow that ? 

James. — Yes. I don't see how a man is to 
get off owning that^ i.e.. if we go hy the spirit. 

George: — ^Well, then, in that case, the thing 
seems to me to be settled at once. 

James. — ^How ? 

George. — I'll tell ye. Look here in Lev. 
xviii. 16, and xx. 21, a man is told flat he 
mnst not marry his " brother's wife." Well, 
now — Ain't a sister's husband the same rela- 
tion to her ? 

James. — There is no denying that. 

George. — Well, then, you own that as I take 
it a woman mustn't marry her "sister's hus- 
band," and that is the same as saying a man 
mustn't marry his " wife's sister." 

James. — I see that, taking it your way ; but 
then it seems to me there isn't any blood 
between them. 

George. — No, neither is there any bhod 
between a man and his brother's wife; but 
that's not the point. The point is, the Bible 
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says a man is not to marry his " brother's wife." 
And so I hold it means a woman is not to 
marry her *^ sister's husband." 

James. — ^Well, in your way of taking it, 
I own that seems right enough. But how do 
you get out of this : the Bible does say here 
that a man is not to marry his '* brother's 
wife," and yet it says in Dent. xxv. 5, that if 
a man dies and leaves no child, then his 
brother shall take the dead brother's wife ? 

George. — ^Yes, we all know that, that was 
for one great reason, and for that one only: 
that before the SaYit)ur came no family might 
seem cut off beforehand from the blessing of 
having that Saviour bom in his family. But 
this one^ and mind ye, only one exception, 

makes the rule, to my mind, all the tighter in 

every other case. 
James. — Well, there you seem right again, 

on your own grounds. But how will it be. if 

you go upon mine, and say nothing is wrong 

but what is forbidden in actual words ? 

George. — Well, if you keep to that, I think 

you'll find yourself in no end of difficulties. 

So let's begin. First of all, when you look at 
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all those degrees which the Church forbids, 
marked underneath where the Bible forbids, 
youUl see at once that while a great many are 
forbidden to the man {eighteen altogether) 
there are only three forbidden to the woman. 
So that if you go by the strict letter only, you 
get into this difficulty at once, viz., that a 
woman may marry many men who may not 
marry her ! How do you get over that ? 

James. — No, No, that's quite /o%, the Bible 
never could mean that. If a man is forbidden 
to marry any woman, that woman must be 
forbidden to marry him. 

George. — And so say I. But you must mark 
that!s taking it my way, by the spirit of it ; 
not by the letter: and mind ye what I said 
a time back, you can't have it both ways; 
yours when the letter suits you, and mine 
when it doesn't. Howsoever, I won't be that 
hard upon you, as to tie you down so close as 
this. I have plenty more difficulties for. you 
yet. I'll take now only what is said about 
the man. Look again, you'll see a man is not 
forbidden to marry his grandmother, though 
he is forbidden to marry his grand-daughter. 
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16 DECEASED WIFE's BISTER's BILL. 

James. — Well, but he is, as you say, for- 
bidden to marry his grand-daughter, and she 
is the same relation to kirn as A)^ is to his 
grandmother; and he is forbidden to marry 
his mother ; so much more I should think his 
grandmother^ 

George. — Easy, James, easy. That's all very 
well for me to say, taking it my way; but 
it won't do for you to say, taking it by the 
letter ; you can't, as I said, " Eat your pudding, 
and have your pudding." If you hold to the 
letter^ you must keep to the letter, and you 
must let a man marry his grandmother — if 
he and she be willing — yea, and his grand- 
father's wife, his wife's grandmother too ! ! 

James. — Oh ! That's nonsense, 

George. — And so say I; and a great deal 
worse than nonsense too; but it's what you 
must come to if you go by the letter, and the* 
letter only. But I have something more for 
you : a man is not forbidden to marry \i\s otpn 
niece^ or his own grand^daughter-in^law ; and 
yet he is forbidden to marry his 5fejt?.grand- 
daughter, his "wife's son's, or daughter's 
daughter." Now a niece is three degrees off 
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a man (man,^ his father,* the brother,' the 
daughter), and is related by bhod; while the 
step-grand-danghter, who is also three degrees 
off (man^ wife* son' daughter) is only a relation 
by affinity. The Bible could never mean that 
a man might marry within three degree9 of 
bloody while he might not marry within three 
degrees of affinity : that would not be sense. 

James. — ^Well, I must own I never thought 
all this out before; and I own I do seem beat; 
I only thought of that one case which has 
been so often brought before us, the " wife's 
sister," and I never thought of all that followed 
with it. But you, George, was always given 
to musing. I see ftow, clear enough, when 
you come to take these chapters by the letter 
only, you do seem to get into difficulties which 
you can't cle^r away. But when you take them 
as you do, and as the Church of England takes 
them, then it all does seem reasonable enough. 

George. — I think so too, and now with 
regard to relations by '* blood," and "affinity." 
Some of our great Parliament leaders have 
told us that relations by " affinity" are no real 
jrelations. One of them, a great Minister of 
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18 DECEASED WIFE's SISTER's BILL. 

State, has said openly " my wife's relations are 
not my relations." Now I hold that saying 
to be a great untruth covered with a painting 
of truth. His wife's relations are not his 
blood relations, here is the painting of truth ; 
but they are his relations in the sight of God, 
as relations by affinity ; and for the purposes 
of marriage restraints, as God's Word shows 
over and over again ; and therefore to say they 
are not his relations is a great untruth. 

Look, again, at those tables on pages 8, 9, 
you will see that while God has expressly 
forbidden marriage between eight oases of 
blood-relations. He has forbidden ten cases of 
affinity. And if you count the number of 
lines you will find that the eight cases of 
blood-relations are forbidden in ten places, 
while the cases of affinity are forbidden in 
eighteen^ almost twice as many. 

James. — Aye, it is so. And I can't get out 
of that; and, to be honest, I must own that it 
seems not only as if God counted relations by 
affinity the same as relations by blood, but 
that He seems to have foreseen how men 
would try to make out as though they were 
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not, and so He was all the more strict in 
naming them; naming most of them twice 
over; and one of them, I see, three times oyer. 

George. — ^Yes, I quite think with you there, 
and if you look in Lev. xviii. 14, you will 
find an uncle's wife, a relation only by afli- 
nity, forbidden because " she is thine aunt,'^ 
so counted by God as near as if by blood. 
And more than this, you mind it was said in 
Genesis of the man and his wife " aad they 
shall be one flesh^^ (Gen. ii. 24); and how 
our Lord in the Gospels makes that ^^and 
they twain shall be one flesh,'^ and strengthens 
this by adding, "Wherefore, they are no 
more ttmin^ but one flesh/' Le. in the sight of 
God. Whosoever then are flesh relations to 
the wife, are now, in God's sight, fleah or 
blood relations to the husband; and those 
of the husband to the wife, and so we can't 
wonder that God's law forbids in the letter 
even more relations by affinity than by bloody 
and in the spirit forbids each alike. 

But I mind you said it was so "natural" 
to think a wife's sister would make the best 
mother to her sister's children, and I said I; 
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Would come to that in time. Well, now I ask 
how is she likely to be a better mother to 
them if she marries their father, than if she re- 
mains his sister? Suppose she marries — What 
more likely than that she soon has children of 
her own ? Is she likely to be a better mother 
to her sister's children then than she would 
be if she had none of her own? "Human 
nature is human nature," and weak enough 
at best I Very like, I think, she'd love her 
own better than her sister's. Leastwise she 
couldn't do so much for her sister's as before. 

JameSj musingly. — ^May be, it would be so. 

George. — And then as to "natural," take 
another case. Sometimes two brothers marry 
two sisters, that's not uncommon, I've known 
such cases more than once, and I daresay you 
too. Well, now, suppose one brother dies, and 
one sister, each leaving children, according to 
that " natural " way of argument — who could 
better father and mother the two families at 
once than the remaining brother and sister? 
Why should they not marry? That's a 
stronger case by the "natural" way of 
argument, James, than the other, isn't it ? 
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/aw^^.-7-Yes, certainly it would be. 

George. — But what do we come to then? 
Why we come dead up against the very letter 
of God's Word, that says, as you recollect, 
twice over, "a man shall not marry his 
brother's wife.'' We've seen already that the 
" natural " argument won't holdjn sense ; and 
now we see, that if w:e go along with it, it 
would bring us dead up against God's Oum 
Word. And no wonder: God's Word was 
written, among other reasons, to restrain the 
natural man from going contrary to His will, 
and to instruct him how to become a "new 
man," a spiritual man, what, in short, a child 
of God, and now a " member of Christ" ought 
to be. 

James. — ^But there's one thing which puz- 
zles me yet, and that is this 18th verse of 
Lev. xviii., where a man is told not to take a 
" wife to her sister, to vex her, to marry her 
beside the other in her lifetime." That seems 
as if to say he may take her when the first 
is dead. 

George. — Look again, James, what do you 
find said in the margin ? 
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James. — Why the margin says it may be 
rendered, " one wife to another.^' 

George. — Just so, it's one of those passages 
about which our translators couldn't feel sure 
which was the truest way of rendering the 
Old Hebrew into English; specially because 
the words i? brother" and "sister" were 
used so very widely by the Jews. But I've 
heard say that the men who know Hebrew 
best take it as it is in the margin, and count 
it as a law against having more wives than 
one at a time. But then you'd say that many 
of the great men among the Jews, as David 
and others, did have more wives than one: 
they did, but it was not agreeable to God's 
will, and seemed only allowed, like their 
divorces^ as our Lord Himself tells us these 
were " for the hardness of their hearts." 

Moreover, that verse may likely enough 
mean that if a man (when more wives than 
one were in a way permitted) did take a 
second or more, he was not to do so to " vex " 
the first, i.e. I suppose, against her will.* 

* There is strong reason for believing that this is not 
only BL possible J but that it is the real intent of the passage. 
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You recollect when Abraham took Hagar it 
was not against the will of Sarah, but dt her 
desire. So, again, when Jacob had two wives? 
it was not because he wished it, but because 
he was cheated into it, and when he took two 
more it was each time at the request of one of 
the two first. 

And, moreover, if a man is told not to do a 
thing at one time, he is not, as a matter of 
course, allowed to do it at another: unless it is 
distinctly so stated ; which is not the case here. 

There is a point yet about which, I think, 
we shall do well to trouble ourselves a little 
more, and that is the cruel wrong it would do 
to thousands and thousands of families, and 
to tens of thousands of pure-hearted women 
throughout the whole country, if this Bill 
was to pass. Now only think — just because 
a few rich people want to marry their " wives* 
sisters" against what our Church has always 
held to be the will of God; and as we have 
seen, truly so held ; — If this Bill was to pass, 
at one sad blow " sisters-in-law " would to all 
intents and purposes be abolished; no man 
in the land could any longer have a real sister- 
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ih'iaw. No wife could, enjoy the comfort of 
ti sister's presence in her home, and see her. 
husband show her a brother^s love, without 
the possibility of feeling that the sister might 
be stealing away her husband's affections from 
her. No widowed husband could venture to 
accept, what often now is so great a blessing, 
the watchful care of a sister-in-law over his 
motherless children; because intimacy, with 
the power of marriage, would tempt to mar- 
riage against his conscience, or lay him opeu 
to suspicion. And poor simple-minded, un- 
learned people would be led into sin without 
seeing their danger, because it would be co- 
vered over by an Act of Parliament, A cruel 
wrong would be done to the many by yielding 
to the unsanctioned desires of a few. 

A multitude more wrongs, and much more 
harm would come of passing such an " Act.'' 
But our talk has been already long, so at 
least for the present we will say " goodbye,'^ 
and pray that our country may never so sin 
against God as to pass this Bill. 
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